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REMARKS 

I. Introduction 

In response to the pending Office Action, Applicants have amended claims 1,16, 22, 27, 
28, 40, 41 and 47 so as to address the objections to claims 22 and 27, and the rejection of claims 
1-58 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph. No new matter has been added. For the reasons 
set forth below it is respectfully submitted that all pending claims are now in condition for 
allowance. 

II. The Objection To Claims 22 And 27 

In response to the pending objections to claims 22 and 27, claim 22 has been amended to 
clarify that the step of detecting a circuit section in which a signal does not arrive in time for 
proper operation of the circuit due to a propagation delay caused by noise. Claim 27 has been 
rewritten into independent format so as to eliminate the improper dependency noted in the 
objection. It is respectfully submitted that the amendments to claims 22 and 27 overcome the 
pending objections. 

III. The Rejection Of The Claims Under 35 U.S.C. § 112, Second Paragraph 

Claims 1-58 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particular point out and distinctly claim the subject matter the Applicants regard as 
the invention. In response to this rejection, the Applicants have amended claims 1,16, 28, 40, 41 
and 47. 

Specifically, Applicants have amended claims 1 and 16 so as to further clarify how the 
analysis step utilizes the equivalent circuit data obtained during the equivalent circuit creating 
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step to determine the influence of noise on the semiconductor integrated circuit. In addition, 
claims 1 and 16 were amended to clarify that the impedance extraction step extracts impedance 
information for the power wiring of the target circuit, or the power wiring of the target circuit in 
combination with the external wiring of the circuit. Claims 28 and 40 have been amended to 
clarify how the analysis step utilizes the noise threshold determined in the library storage step to 
determine which circuit elements have erroneous outputs due to noise. Finally, claims 41 and 47 
have been amended to clarify that noise countermeasures are applied to problem functional 
blocks based on the order determined by the sorting step so as to allow for efficient optimization 
of the circuit design with respect to minimizing noise problems. 

It is respectfully submitted that, as amended, all of the pending claims are clear and 
definite and would be readily understandable by those of skill in the art. As is well known, 
nothing more is required to fulfill the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph. See, 
Hybritech Inc. v. Monoclonal Antibodies, Inc., 802 F.2d 1367 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

IV. Conclusion 

Having fully responded to the outstanding Office Action, it is submitted that the 
application is in condition for allowance, an indication of which is respectfully solicited. 

If there are any outstanding issues that might be resolved by an interview or an 
Examiner's amendment, the Examiner is requested to call Applicants 1 attorney at the telephone 
number shown below. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136 is 
hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, 
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including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 500417 and please credit any excess fees to 
such deposit account. 



600 13 m Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005-3096 
(202)756-8000 MEF:rp 
Facsimile: (202)756-8087 
Date: April 15, 2004 



Respectfully submitted, 




, WILL & EMERY 
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